
Argentieri, Sabrina 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject 
Attachments: 

Janet J Henry <jjhenry®aep.com> 
Thursday, August 18, 20161:33 PM 
Arge-ntieri, S.abri~ 
RE: 4th Modification to AEP Consent Decree • Paragraphs 91 and 216 
2016·08· 16 Cone$Ville NOV Conference St,nementpdf 

Thank you, Sabrina. I am a bit backed up myself this a fternoon. but will try you tomorrow morning. 

On an unrelated note, I've attached the outline for the statement I ,ead at the beginning of the NOV conference for 
Conesville earlier thls week. Please let me know If any addit ional information becomes available for the Method 082 

analyses that were performed. 

Janet J. Henry 
Deputy General Counsel 
American Electrlc Power 
1 Riverside Plaza 
Columbus, OH '13215 

(614) 716-1612 {direct line) 
(614) 716·1613 {fax) 

From: Argentieri, SObrlna [mallto:arge11Ueri.sabrina@cpo.gov] 
sent: Tl\u~by. August 18, 2016 11:42 AM 
To: Janet J Henry 
Cc: Myles.Aint@usdoJ.gov; Kane, Eleanor; Bending, Padmavati 
Subject: 4th Modification to AEP Consc,,t Decree - Paragraphs 97 and 216 

This is an EXTERNAL email. STOP. THINK before you CLICK links or OPEN attachments. 

Janet, 

Feel free to call me at 202-564-·8953 today or tomorrow. I am fairly booked this afternoon, but am open 
tomorrow. 

Sabrina 

This e-mail message from the Legal Department of American Electric PowerlO is for the sole: use of the 
intended rccipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized re\'iev,·. use, 
dis.closwc or distribution is prohibited. If you a.re not the intended n.-cipient. please contact the sender by reply 
e-mail and destroy all copies of the original m..sage. 





Conesville NOV ContCrcncc 
2016-08·16 
Statement by Janet Henry 

1\ppn:cia1c the- Region's willingness 10 discuss the NOV with us. nnd the schedule 
occomrnod.ations m:idc to allow for a longer period 10 re.spond to the 11-1 rt'((Ut:St and recci\'C 
information from the Region n:gnrding the op.:icity obseC'\'.:i.tions th:ll fonned the bMis for the 
i-:ov. 

H:we provided detniled infomunion about the emissions from the units ot Conesville. including 
stuck test results, COM dot.a. oper:1tion:il infommtion. nuemp1ed tvlethod 9 rc:idings by plant 
s1ao: :ind other openuioll41 infom1:nion. Will focus the discus...">ions on Unit 6. which is the unit 
when: thi: Region n11egi:s t.h.:n opacity cxcecdnnces h::m: occumd. 

There is conclusi\'C evidence that m:iss emissions c,f PM a.re \\'ell below ollowablc limits:. The 
most ri:cent tcst of Conesville Units Sand 6. conducled in June 2016 {dcmons1ra1ing compliance 
with the ~·IATS stand:1rd). show Pf\·1 emission..( of0.0038 Jb/mm81U. a fraction of 1% if the 
NSPS 30d SIP m::1ss emission limit of 0.10 lb/~·lt-.·101u. Prior tests for Uni1 6 operating 
independcn11y showed p:u1icul:t1e cmi~ ions O\'C"r.lStd 0.0057 lblmmB10 in October 2015. VE 
r-.:.idings pcrfom,cd thnt d:iy showed op.:tcity :11 I OOA. 

C0:-.15 datn colla.-tcd at the unit demonstrate !hat periods- of excess op:1ci1y ore gencrolly nm:, 
less the 1.5% of the unit opcr.11ing time. and primnrily :i..,;.soci:ited with periods of stJirt-up and 
shu1down \\hen the ESP is no, cn-e,'llgcd due to so(cty concerns. Then: have o.lso tx-cn brief 
periods when 1he monitor was obscured by condensotion and minor cxcecd:mces during load 
changes. 

In addi1ion. under the NSR consent dc-crcc. scrubber efficiency is rtgul:trly reported 10 EPA . ond 
is m:iin1aincd at 95% or more. 

There is no ambient air quality standard for opacity. Op.:tcity is not a rcgul1.11cd oir po Hut.ant. 
OAC 3745-1 7-07(A) and 40 CFR 60.42(oX2) are s1ru1d>rds for .. particulate motter'· emissions. 
Opacily is used os o. surrogate for J)J.rticulale m:mer emissions in OAC 3 745-l 7-07(A) and 40 
CFR 60A2(u)(2). \\'hen :i source is in compli:i.nc.: with mass emission limits for paniculatc 
mrmer. OplCit)' pro\'isions an: not indcpcndentlycnforcc:1blc. 40 CFR 60.1 2(c)(8) pro\'idcs for 
on adju.~tcd opacity st:mdnrd thal c:in be met ··::11 nil times the soun;e is. mi:ctins the mass or 
conccmr.i.tion cmi~ ion s1n.nd1r'd.·· 

The NOV docs not show C\'idcnce thttl opocity rc:idings were conducted in ncc.ord:mce with 
rvtethod 9. 'Ille opacity readings oppc4r to h3\'C been influenced by condensed wuter :md!or 
aerosols formed in thi: 01mosphct'C'. Photog.r:iphs from the Altcmati\•e Method 082 conl1m1 th:it 
plumes commingled on the d3ys obser\'ution..'- weri: made. th:it obstmc1ions wi:re present be:tween 
1hc obSc:C'\'Crs and the stocks, :ind th:u controst and 01hcr ambient condilions ore the dominnnt 
fac tors influcncing the :ippc:ir.mce of the plumes. 



Method 9 is p:uticulnrly challenging ond unreliable for dctcnnining the opacity of o wc1 
(srrubtx"<i) plume. The readings furnished by Region 5 are paniculllrly deficient becnu..~ of the 
distance of the observer from the st.acks. 1he foilurc to tukc observations pcrpcndicul::i.r to the 
plume. the foilun: 10 exclude lhc dTcct of condensed or uncombined water \'apor on the readings. 
ond the confounding effect~ or plumes from two stacks. Altemati"'c Mclhod 082 is not :in 
opprO\'Cd compliance method that is mnndntory for use at existing station:uy sources. It ea.n be 
volunt.:irily adopted by o~rators. It is not oppropriotc for use ut Conesville due to the size of the 
stod,.1hc Krubbcd plume. and the prc\'ailing ambient conditions during much of the yca.r. 

Conesville Units 4, S. and 6 :arc subject to multiple layers or regulntion for cmi$$ions of Pf'.·1 :ind 
other pollutants regufatcd under the Ck:m Air 1\ct.. and ha\'c dcmonstr.1.tcd compliance with oll 
:ipplic.:iblc requirements. 


